The French botanist Dominique Villars described Veronica allionii in 1779 (l.c.) citing only a synonym from Tournefort (in Hermann, Schola Bot.: 46. 1689) and a polynomial synonym by himself. Both polynomials included a brief description of the leaves, i.e., "foliis hirsutis" and "folio rotundo, hirsuto", respectively.
A few years later, the same author (Hist. Pl. Dauphiné 2: 8-9. 1787) changed the application of this name by an alteration of the diagnostic characters (i.e., "foliis glabris"). In this work three new synonyms were cited for V. allionii: a polynomial from Gérard, Fl. of Minas Gerais, São Paulo, Paraná, Santa Catarina, Mato Grosso do Sul and Rio Grande do Sul according to Legrand & Klein (in Reitz, Fl. Ilustr. Catarin. Mirtáceas: 642. 1977) and Romagnolo & Souza (in Acta Bot. Bras. 18: 617. 2004 Since its publication in 1950, the name Hexachlamys edulis has been used in floras, floristic studies, theses, and other botanical publications, as by Legrand (in Sellowia 13: 345. 1961; l.c. 1962: 49; l.c. 1968 Hess & al. (Fl. Schweiz, ed. 2, 3: 191. 1980 ), Pignatti (Fl. Italia 2: 571. 1982 , Walters & Webb (in Tutin & al., Fl. Eur. 3: 247. 1972), and Zangheri (Fl. Ital. 1: 608. 1976 ). The name is also used in that sense in electronic publications: a Google search on 13
October 2005 returned 269 hits for "Veronica allionii", which further demonstrates that the name is in use among gardeners and pharmacists as well as the botanical community.
The current use of V. allionii, as described in the previous paragraph, was seemingly fixed by through the selection of a neotype for V. allionii with glabrous leaves, in accordance with the traditional use of the name. These authors delved deeper into the taxonomy of the complex V. officinalis -V. allionii and demonstrated the hybrid nature (V. allionii × V. officinalis) of a plant from this group with hirsute leaves, V. ×tournefortii Vill. ex F. W. Schmidt (Fl. Boëm. 1: 7. 1793, pro sp.), for which a neotype has also been selected (Bocquet & al., l.c.: 238) . According to Bocquet & al., the protologue of Villars's 1787 "V. allionii var. tournefortii" corresponds to this hybrid taxon. As already pointed out, this also equates to Villars original concept for V. allionii.
The problem is therefore that the current choice of neotype for V. allionii is contrary to the protologue of 1779 and would be supersedable under ICBN Art. 9.17(b), with selection of an element matching V. ×tournefortii being appropriate, thereby jeopardizing current usage of both names. In this situation, we propose here the conservation of the name V. allionii with a conserved type, in order to fix the use of the name according to the sense commonly accepted in floras, catalogues and other books on conservation, gardening, etc.
